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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 , 4-6, and 8-1 0 are pending for examination. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/28/2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

4. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 10 is merely directed to a computer program (software) which is not 
physical "things". They are not computer components or statutory processes, as they 
are not "acts" being performed. Thus the claimed computer program do not defined any 
structural and functional interrelationships between the computer program and other 
claimed elements of a computer which permit the computer program's functionality to be 
realized. Therefore, it is directed to a non-statutory subject matter (see MPEP 2106.01 
[R-6], and see Lowry, 32 F.3d at 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d at 1035). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1,4-6, and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claim 1 , lines 8 and 11 , it is uncertain whether "a processor" of line 8 is 
the same or different from "a processor" of line 1 1 . 

As per claim 5, line 1-2, it is not clearly understood what is meant by "wherein 
read only memory code" (i.e. claim 5 depend on claim 1, however, there is no "read only 
memory code" recited in claim 1 ). 

As per claim 9, lines 1-2, it is uncertain how "a computer device is arranged" to 
operate according to the method of claim 1 . 

As per claim 10, lines 1-2, it is uncertain how "a computer software is 
arranged" to cause a computing device to operate according to the method of claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 1, 5, and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Berg et al (hereafter Berg) (U.S. Patent No. 6351779), and in view of Richardson 
et al. (hereafter Richardson) (U.S. Patent No. 6874148). 

9. Richardson was cited in the previous office action. 

10. As per claim 1 , Berg teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method of operating a computing device having an operating system and a dynamic link 
library containing a plurality of functions accessible by an executable program, each 
function in the dynamic link library being associated with names (abstract; col. 2, lines 
56-60; col. 6, lines 51-56; col. 8, lines 13-19), the method comprising: 

configuring the computing device to provide the dynamic link library as a first part 
and extension part, the first part and the extension part each containing one or more of 
the plurality of functions (col. 2, lines 56-60; col. 3, lines 7-22); 

executing the executable program using a processor of the computing device to 
link to functions in the first part directly by means of the associated names (col. 6, lines 
50-67; col. 7, lines 1-36; col. 8, lines 1-19); and 

executing the executable program using a processor of the computing device to 
cause the executable program to link to functions in the extension part indirectly via a 
further library containing additional functions (fig. 3; col. 3, lines 63-66; col. 4, lines 38- 
57). 
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1 1 . Berg did not specifically teach each function in the dynamic link library being 
associated with an ordinary number, and link to functions in the first part directly by 
means of the associated ordinary number. 

12. However, Richardson teaches each function in the dynamic link library being 
associated with an ordinary number, and link to functions in the first part directly by 
means of the associated ordinary number (figs. 4A-4B; abstract; col. 4, lines 33-52; col. 
9, line 60 through col. 10, line 46). 

1 3. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the teaching of Berg and Richardson because 
Richardson teaching of associating the ordinary number to each function in the dynamic 
library would improved the integrity of Berg's system by enabling the program to call into 
extending library more easily and efficiently. 

14. As per claim 5, Richardson teaches that wherein read only memory (ROM) code 
for use within the computing device is accessible only via further library (col. 7, lines 20- 
34). 

1 5. As per claim 8, Richardson teaches that wherein the one or more functions in the 
first part form part of the operating system (abstract). 
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16. As per claims 9-10, they are rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. 

1 7. Claims 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Berg et al (hereafter Berg) (U.S. Patent No. 6351779), in view of Richardson et al. 
(hereafter Richardson) (U.S. Patent No. 6874148), as applied in claim 1 above, and 
further in view of IBM Technical Disclosure (hereafter IBM) ("Forwarder Dynamic Link 
Libraries as a Method for Service Software", IBM Corp, New York, Vol. 38, No. 11, 
1995, pages 407-408). 

18. IBM was cited in the previous office action. 

19. As per claim 4, Berg and Richardson teach the invention substantially as claimed 
in claim 1 above. However, Berg and Richardson did not specifically teach that wherein 
further library is arranged to link to a plurality of dynamic link libraries in the computing 
device. 

20. However, IBM teaches that wherein further library is arranged to link to a plurality 
of dynamic link libraries in the computing device (figs. 1-2). 

21 . It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the teaching of Berg, Richardson and 1MB 
because IBM teaching of the further library is arranged to link to a plurality of dynamic 
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link libraries in the computing device would improved the integrity of Berg and 
Richardson 's system by allowing the software developers with no access to the 
underlying primary code to properly design, document interfaces, fix, and enhance in 
the DLLs (IBM, page 408). 

22. As per claim 6, IBM teaches that wherein functions within extension part are 
provided as private functions (pages 407-408). 

Response to Arguments 

23. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 4-6, and 8-1 0 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

24. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (see attached PTO 892 form for details). 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JENNIFER N. TO whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7212. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 6AM- 3:30 PM, F 6AM- 2:30 PM. 
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26. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

27. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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